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The Clerk announced the following
pairs:

On this vote:
Mr. Young of Florida for, with Mr. Wax-

man against.
Mr. Quillen for, with Ms. Kaptur against.
Mr. Lewis of California for, with Mr. John-

ston of Florida against.

Mr. GILMAN changed his vote from
‘‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.’’

So the motion was agreed to.
The result of the vote was announced

as above recorded.
A motion to reconsider was laid on

the table.

f

MOTION TO DISPOSE OF SENATE
AMENDMENTS TO HOUSE JOINT
RESOLUTION 115, FURTHER CON-
TINUING APPROPRIATIONS FOR
FISCAL YEAR 1996

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, pur-
suant to House Resolution 261, I call up
the joint resolution (H.J. Res. 115),
making further continuing appropria-
tions for the fiscal year 1996, and for
other purposes, with Senate amend-
ments thereto, and I offer a motion.

The Clerk read the title of the joint
resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
DREIER). Pursuant to House Resolution
261, the Senate amendments are consid-
ered as read.

The text of the Senate amendments
is as follows:

Senate amendments:
Page 2, line 20, after ‘‘1948,’’ insert: section

313 of the Foreign Relations Authorization Act,
Fiscal Years 1994 and 1995 (Public Law 103–236),

Page 10, line 19, after ‘‘resolution.’’ insert:
Included in the apportionment for the Federal
Payment to the District of Columbia shall be an
additional $15,000,000 above the amount other-
wise made available by this joint resolution, for
purposes of certain capital construction loan re-
payments pursuant to Public Law 85–451, as
amended.

Page 15, strike out line 1 and all that fol-
lows over to and including line 7 on page 36,
and insert:

TITLE III
PROHIBITION ON SUBSIDIZING POLITICAL
ORGANIZATIONS WITH TAXPAYER FUNDS

SEC. 301. (a) LIMITATIONS.—(1) Notwithstand-
ing any other provision of law, any organiza-
tion receiving Federal grants in an amount that,
in the aggregate, is greater than $125,000 in the
most recent Federal fiscal year, shall be subject
to the limitations on lobbying activity expendi-
tures under section 4911(c)(2)(B) of the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986, except that, if exempt
purpose expenditures are over $17,000,000 then
the organization shall also be subject to a limi-
tation on lobbying of 1 percent of the excess of
the exempt purpose expenditures over $17,000,000
unless otherwise subject to section 4911(c)(2)(A)
based on an election made under section 501(h)
of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986.

(2) An organization described in section
501(c)(4) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986
that engaged in lobbying activities during the
organization’s previous taxable year shall not be
eligible to receive Federal funds constituting a
taxpayer subsidized grant. This paragraph shall
not apply to organizations described in section
501(c)(4) with gross annual revenues of less than
$3,000,000 in such previous taxable year, includ-
ing Federal funds received as a taxpayer sub-
sidized grant.

(b) DEFINITIONS.—For the purposes of this
title:

(1) AGENCY.—The term ‘‘agency’’ has the
meaning given that term in section 551(1) of title
5, United States Code.

(2) CLIENT.—The term ‘‘client’’ means any
person or entity that employs or retains another
person for financial or other compensation to
conduct lobbying activities on behalf of that
person or entity. A person or entity whose em-
ployees act as lobbyists on its own behalf is both
a client and an employer of such employees. In
the case of a coalition or association that em-
ploys or retains other persons to conduct lobby-
ing activities, the client is the coalition or asso-
ciation and not its individual members.

(3) COVERED EXECUTIVE BRANCH OFFICIAL.—
The term ‘‘covered executive branch official’’
means—

(A) the President;
(B) the Vice President;
(C) any officer or employee, or any other indi-

vidual functioning in the capacity of such an
officer or employee, in the Executive Office of
the President;

(D) any officer or employee serving in a posi-
tion in level I, II, III, IV, or V of the Executive
Schedule, as designated by statute or Executive
order;

(E) any member of the uniformed services
whose pay grade is at or above O–7 under sec-
tion 201 of title 37, United States Code; and

(F) any officer or employee serving in a posi-
tion of a confidential, policy-determining, pol-
icy-making, or policy-advocating character de-
scribed in section 7511(b)(2) of title 5, United
States Code.

(4) COVERED LEGISLATIVE BRANCH OFFICIAL.—
The term ‘‘covered legislative branch official’’
means—

(A) a Member of Congress;
(B) an elected officer of either House of Con-

gress;
(C) any employee of, or any other individual

functioning in the capacity of an employee of—
(i) a Member of Congress;
(ii) a committee of either House of Congress;
(iii) the leadership staff of the House of Rep-

resentatives or the leadership staff of the Sen-
ate;

(iv) a joint committee of Congress; and
(v) a working group or caucus organized to

provide legislative services or other assistance to
Members of Congress; and

(D) any other legislative branch employee
serving in a position described under section
109(13) of the Ethics in Government Act of 1978
(5 U.S.C. App.).

(5) EMPLOYEE.—The term ‘‘employee’’ means
any individual who is an officer, employee,
partner, director, or proprietor of a person or
entity, but does not include—

(A) independent contractors; or
(B) volunteers who receive no financial or

other compensation from the person or entity for
their services.

(6) FOREIGN ENTITY.—The term ‘‘foreign en-
tity’’ means a foreign principal (as defined in
section 1(b) of the Foreign Agents Registration
Act of 1938 (22 U.S.C. 611(b)).

(7) GRANT.—The term ‘‘grant’’ means the pro-
vision of any Federal funds, appropriated under
this or any other Act, to carry out a public pur-
pose of the United States, except—

(A) the provision of funds for acquisition (by
purchase, lease, or barter) of property or serv-
ices for the direct benefit or use of the United
States;

(B) the payments of loans, debts, or entitle-
ments;

(C) the provision of funds to, or distribution
of funds by, a Federal court established under
Article I or III of the Constitution of the United
States;

(D) nonmonetary assistance provided by the
Department of Veterans Affairs to organizations
approved or recognized under section 5902 of
title 38, United States Code; and

(E) the provision of grant and scholarship
funds to students for educational purposes.

(8) LOBBYING ACTIVITIES.—The term ‘‘lobbying
activities’’ means lobbying contacts and efforts
in support of such contacts, including prepara-
tion and planning activities, research and other
background work that is intended, at the time it
is performed, for use in contacts, and coordina-
tion with the lobbying activities of others.

(9) LOBBYING CONTACT.—
(A) DEFINITION.—The term ‘‘lobbying con-

tact’’ means any oral or written communication
(including an electronic communication) to a
covered executive branch official or a covered
legislative branch official that is made on behalf
of a client with regard to—

(i) the formulation, modification, or adoption
of Federal legislation (including legislative pro-
posals);

(ii) the formulation, modification, or adoption
of a Federal rule, regulation, Executive order, or
any other program, policy, or position of the
United States Government;

(iii) the administration or execution of a Fed-
eral program or policy (including the negotia-
tion, award, or administration of a Federal con-
tract, grant, loan, permit, or license); or

(iv) the nomination or confirmation of a per-
son for a position subject to confirmation by the
Senate.

(B) EXCEPTIONS.—The term ‘‘lobbying con-
tact’’ does not include a communication that
is—

(i) made by a public official acting in the pub-
lic official’s official capacity;

(ii) made by a representative of a media orga-
nization if the purpose of the communication is
gathering and disseminating news and informa-
tion to the public;

(iii) made in a speech, article, publication or
other material that is distributed and made
available to the public, or through radio, tele-
vision, cable television, or other medium of mass
communication;

(iv) made on behalf of a government of a for-
eign country or a foreign political party and
disclosed under the Foreign Agents Registration
Act of 1938 (22 U.S.C. 611 et seq.);

(v) a request for a meeting, a request for the
status of an action, or any other similar admin-
istrative request, if the request does not include
an attempt to influence a covered executive
branch official or a covered legislative branch
official;

(vi) made in the course of participation in an
advisory committee subject to the Federal Advi-
sory Committee Act;

(vii) testimony given before a committee, sub-
committee, or task force of the Congress, or sub-
mitted for inclusion in the public record of a
hearing conducted by such committee, sub-
committee, or task force;

(viii) information provided in writing in re-
sponse to an oral or written request by a covered
executive branch official or a covered legislative
branch official for specific information;

(ix) required by subpoena, civil investigative
demand, or otherwise compelled by statute, reg-
ulation, or other action of the Congress or an
agency;

(x) made in response to a notice in the Federal
Register, Commerce Business Daily, or other
similar publication soliciting communications
from the public and directed to the agency offi-
cial specifically designated in the notice to re-
ceive such communications;

(xi) not possible to report without disclosing
information, the unauthorized disclosure of
which is prohibited by law;

(xii) made to an official in an agency with re-
gard to—

(I) a judicial proceeding or a criminal or civil
law enforcement inquiry, investigation, or pro-
ceeding; or

(II) a filing or proceeding that the Govern-
ment is specifically required by statute or regu-
lation to maintain or conduct on a confidential
basis,
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if that agency is charged with responsibility for
such proceeding, inquiry, investigation, or fil-
ing;

(xiii) made in compliance with written agency
procedures regarding an adjudication conducted
by the agency under section 554 of title 5, Unit-
ed States Code, or substantially similar provi-
sions;

(xiv) a written comment filed in the course of
a public proceeding or any other communication
that is made on the record in a public proceed-
ing;

(xv) a petition for agency action made in writ-
ing and required to be a matter of public record
pursuant to established agency procedures;

(xvi) made on behalf of an individual with re-
gard to that individual’s benefits, employment,
or other personal matters involving only that in-
dividual, except that this clause does not apply
to any communication with—

(I) a covered executive branch official, or
(II) a covered legislative branch official (other

than the individual’s elected Members of Con-
gress or employees who work under such Mem-
bers’ direct supervision),

with respect to the formulation, modification, or
adoption of private legislation for the relief of
that individual;

(xvii) a disclosure by an individual that is
protected under the amendments made by the
Whistleblower Protection Act of 1989, under the
Inspector General Act of 1978, or under another
provision of law;

(xviii) made by—
(I) a church, its integrated auxiliary, or a

convention or association of churches that is ex-
empt from filing a Federal income tax return
under paragraph 2(A)(i) of section 6033(a) of the
Internal Revenue Code of 1986, or

(II) a religious order that is exempt from filing
a Federal income tax return under paragraph
(2)(A)(iii) of such section 6033(a); and

(xix) between—
(I) officials of a self-regulatory organization

(as defined in section 3(a)(26) of the Securities
Exchange Act) that is registered with or estab-
lished by the Securities and Exchange Commis-
sion as required by that Act or a similar organi-
zation that is designated by or registered with
the Commodities Future Trading Commission as
provided under the Commodity Exchange Act;
and

(II) the Securities and Exchange Commission
or the Commodities Future Trading Commission,
respectively;

relating to the regulatory responsibilities of such
organization under that Act.

(10) LOBBYING FIRM.—The term ‘‘lobbying
firm’’ means a person or entity that has 1 or
more employees who are lobbyists on behalf of a
client other than that person or entity. The term
also includes a self-employed individual who is
a lobbyist.

(11) LOBBYIST.—The term ‘‘lobbyist’’ means
any individual who is employed or retained by
a client for financial or other compensation for
services that include more than one lobbying
contact, other than an individual whose lobby-
ing activities constitute less than 20 percent of
the time engaged in the services provided by
such individual to that client over a six month
period.

(12) MEDIA ORGANIZATION.—The term ‘‘media
organization’’ means a person or entity engaged
in disseminating information to the general pub-
lic through a newspaper, magazine, other publi-
cation, radio, television, cable television, or
other medium of mass communication.

(13) MEMBER OF CONGRESS.—The term ‘‘Mem-
ber of Congress’’ means a Senator or a Rep-
resentative in, or Delegate or Resident Commis-
sioner to, the Congress.

(14) ORGANIZATION.—The term ‘‘organization’’
means a person or entity other than an individ-
ual.

(15) PERSON OR ENTITY.—The term ‘‘person or
entity’’ means any individual, corporation, com-

pany, foundation, association, labor organiza-
tion, firm, partnership, society, joint stock com-
pany, group of organizations, or State or local
government.

(16) PUBLIC OFFICIAL.—The term ‘‘public offi-
cial’’ means any elected official, appointed offi-
cial, or employee of—

(A) a Federal, State, or local unit of govern-
ment in the United States other than—

(i) a college or university;
(ii) a government-sponsored enterprise (as de-

fined in section 3(8) of the Congressional Budget
and Impoundment Control Act of 1974);

(iii) a public utility that provides gas, elec-
tricity, water, or communications;

(iv) a guaranty agency (as defined in section
435(j) of the Higher Education Act of 1965 (20
U.S.C. 1085(j))), including any affiliate of such
an agency; or

(v) an agency of any State functioning as a
student loan secondary market pursuant to sec-
tion 435(d)(1)(F) of the Higher Education Act of
1965 (20 U.S.C. 1085(d)(1)(F));

(B) a Government corporation (as defined in
section 9101 of title 31, United States Code);

(C) an organization of State or local elected or
appointed officials other than officials of an en-
tity described in clause (i), (ii), (iii), (iv), or (v)
of subparagraph (A);

(D) an Indian tribe (as defined in section 4(e)
of the Indian Self-Determination and Education
Assistance Act (25 U.S.C. 450b(e));

(E) a national or State political party or any
organizational unit thereof; or

(F) a national, regional, or local unit of any
foreign government.

(17) STATE.—The term ‘‘State’’ means each of
the several States, the District of Columbia, and
any commonwealth, territory, or possession of
the United States.

DISCLOSURE REQUIREMENTS

SEC. 302. (a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than De-
cember 31 of each year, each taxpayer sub-
sidized grantee, except an individual person,
shall provide (via either electronic or paper me-
dium) to each Federal entity that awarded or
administered its taxpayer subsidized grant an
annual report for the previous Federal fiscal
year, certified by the taxpayer subsidized grant-
ee’s chief executive officer or equivalent person
of authority, setting forth—

(1) the taxpayer subsidized grantee’s name
and grantee identification number;

(2) a statement that the taxpayer subsidized
grantee agrees that it is, and shall continue to
be, contractually bound by the terms of this title
as a condition of the continued receipt and use
of Federal funds; and

(3)(A) a statement that the taxpayer sub-
sidized grantee spent less than $25,000 on lobby-
ing activities in the grantee’s most recent tax-
able year; or

(B)(i) the amount or value of the taxpayer
subsidized grant (including all administrative
and overhead costs awarded);

(ii) a good faith estimate of the grantee’s ac-
tual expenses on lobbying activities in the most
recent taxable year; and

(iii) a good faith estimate of the grantee’s al-
lowed expenses on lobbying activities under sec-
tion 301 of this Act.

PUBLIC ACCOUNTABILITY

SEC. 303. (a) PUBLIC AVAILABILITY OF LOBBY-
ING DISCLOSURE FORMS.—Any Federal entity
awarding a taxpayer subsidized grant shall
make publicly available any taxpayer subsidized
grant application, and the annual report of a
taxpayer subsidized grantee provided under sec-
tion 302 of this Act.

(b) ACCESSIBILITY TO PUBLIC.—The public’s
access to the documents identified in subsection
(a) shall be facilitated by placement of such doc-
uments in the Federal entity’s public document
reading room and also by expediting any re-
quests under section 552 of title 5, United States
Code, the Freedom of Information Act as
amended, ahead of any requests for other infor-
mation pending at such Federal entity.

(c) WITHHOLDING PROHIBITED.—Records de-
scribed in subsection (a) shall not be subject to
withholding, except under the exemption set
forth in subsection (b)(7)(A) of section 552 of
title 5, United States Code.

(d) FEES PROHIBITED.—No fees for searching
for or copying such documents shall be charged
to the public.

(e) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made
by this title shall become effective January 4,
1996.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Clerk will designate the motion.

The text of the motion is as follows:
Mr. LIVINGSTON moves:
(1) That the House concur in the amend-

ment of the Senate numbered 1,
(2) That the House concur in the amend-

ment of the Senate numbered 2,
(3) That the House concur in the amend-

ment of the Senate numbered 3 with an
amendment as follows:

Delete the matter proposed by said amend-
ment, and beginning on page 15, line 1 of the
House engrossed joint resolution, H.J. Res.
115, strike all down to and including line 7,
on page 36, and redesignate Title IV as Title
III, and renumber sections accordingly.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 261, the gen-
tleman from Louisiana [Mr. LIVING-
STON] will be recognized for 30 minutes,
and the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr.
OBEY] will be recognized for 30 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Louisiana [Mr. LIVINGSTON].

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself as much time as I may
consume.

(Mr. LIVINGSTON asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
his remarks.)

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days in which to
revise and extend their remarks and
that I be permitted to include tabular
and extraneous material.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Louisiana?

There was no objection.
Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, last

night, the Senate amended House Joint
Resolution 115, the second continuing
resolution. The amendments: insert
language included in the first CR to
permit spending by the USIA in the ab-
sence of an authorization; insert a pro-
vision that would increase the amount
made available to the District of Co-
lumbia by $15 million so that it could
make guaranteed loan payments to the
Treasury; and modify the Simpson-
Istook-McIntosh political advocacy
language.

Mr. Speaker, I am offering a motion
to dispose of these amendments. The
first two are not controversial and
make improvements to the CR and my
motion is to concur with these amend-
ments, for they are fine. The modifica-
tion to the Simpson-Istook-McIntosh
language unfortunately is technically
insufficient and therefore, is not ac-
ceptable. There is agreement that we
can not get an acceptable version on
this matter agreed to on this CR.
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Therefore, my motion is to delete the
Senate proposed modification and to
delete the underlying Simpson-Istook-
McIntosh language, so that it hopefully
will be addressed at another time.

We need to keep the Government op-
erating. The current CR expires on
midnight, Monday, November 13. Dis-
posing of the Senate amendments to
this CR will kick it back to the Senate
for their action when they return on
Monday afternoon. This is the proper
course for us to take at this time. I
urge all of my colleagues to support
my motion.

I urge all of my friends on both sides
of the aisle to be brief.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self 7 minutes.

Mr. Speaker, the primary job of the
Congress, when it comes to appropria-
tion bills, is simply to make all of its
financial decisions and get all 13 appro-
priation bills finished by the end of the
fiscal year. This year that did not hap-
pen, for one very clear reason. It has
nothing whatsoever to do with any
fault of the gentleman from Louisiana,
the distinguished chairman of the com-
mittee. He has done a fine job.

The reason we are late is because the
first 100 days of the session were de-
voted to passing what was known as
the Contract With America, which the
Congress and the country were told had
been developed through extensive poll-
ing to determine exactly what the pub-
lic wanted. And we were told by,
among other people, the Speaker’s
pollster, that each and every proposal
in the contract had been thoroughly
tested.

Now, in fact, today’s newspapers
carry the confession from the Speak-
er’s pollster that in fact those ideas
were not tested with the American
public, that the only thing that was
tested were the advertising slogans as-
sociated with the sales job on that con-
tract. So we spent 100 days in the be-
ginning of the session working on legis-
lation which was produced without the
extensive documentation that we were
told had taken place with respect to
public opinion.

Because of that fact, the Congress did
not have time to finish its appropria-
tion bills. This chart demonstrates
where we are at this point. This chart,
which looks like a number of horses on
a race track, shows that there are only
2 of the 13 appropriation bills which
have passed the finish line, the mili-
tary construction bill and the agri-
culture bill, and they both have been
signed by the President. The third bill
which has passed the congressional fin-
ish line, energy and water, has been
finished by the Congress and I expect it
will soon be signed by the President.

That means that there are 10 of the
remaining appropriation bills which
have still not gone through both
houses of Congress, been conferenced
out and sent to the President. That
means that those 10 bills are literally

stuck in the mud, and at this point
they constitute 88 percent of the appro-
priated portion of the budget for the
coming fiscal year.

So 88 percent of the Congress’s work
is not yet done, and yet today, because
of that fact, we are told that we should
pass a continuing resolution which
‘‘puts more pressure on the President,’’
rather than simply passing a straight,
clean continuing resolution to give the
Congress more time to do its own
work.

I find it quaint that we are being
asked to ratchet up the pressure on the
President because he has not signed
bills that have not yet been sent to
him. I really find that logic very dif-
ficult to follow.

b 1400

Instead of sending a simple, clean CR
to the President, which he has already
indicated he would sign and which we
have tried twice already today to get
on this floor to pass, instead we are
told we have to add two totally unre-
lated legislative riders. The first is
that we are told we have to raise Medi-
care part B premiums by $13, from
basic law; and, second, until a few min-
utes ago, we were told that we needed
to also add the Istook amendment,
which put a gag on virtually every
major charity in this country.

Now we are being told that the mo-
tion that the gentleman is going to be
making will drop the Istook amend-
ment. I thank you for small favors.
That amendment has hung up the ap-
propriation process for 53 legislative
days. It does not belong on any appro-
priation bill whatsoever. I am happy
that, belatedly, the majority party rec-
ognizes that fact.

But I would say also that neither
does an unrelated rider belong on this
bill which will force the Congress to
ratify the decision of the majority
party to raise the Medicare part B pre-
mium. In fact, they not only want to
raise it, they want to raise it by $2
more per month than they did just 2
weeks ago in their basic budget.

Now, we have heard today that they
are doing that to save Medicare. Well,
again, we remember what Mr. GINGRICH
and Mr. DOLE said just 2 weeks ago be-
hind closed doors when Mr. DOLE said
on October 24, ‘‘I was there fighting the
fight, voting against Medicare, 1 of the
12, because we knew it would not work
in 1965.’’

Then we had the Speaker talking to
Blue Cross-Blue Shield, and he was dis-
cussing Medicare and saying:

We don’t get rid of it in round one, because
we don’t think that is politically smart and
we don’t think that is the right way to go
through a transition period. But we believe
it is going to wither on the vine, because we
think people are voluntarily going to leave
it.

That does not sound like a crew in-
terested in compromise. It certainly
does not sound to me like a crew inter-
ested in saving Medicare. They cannot
resist coming to the floor at every op-

portunity and trying to push up the
cost of Medicare to seniors and to
squeeze at the same time what the Fed-
eral Government will pay to meet Med-
icare costs.

I would simply urge the majority
party to do what every person in this
room knows ought to happen, to drop
the ideological zeal, to drop the hunger
for creating additional divisions.

Our main duty today is not to have
further partisan fights. Our main duty
is to simply keep the Government
going. You can do that by passing a
clean CR without trying to hold Medi-
care hostage to a Presidential signa-
ture on the continuing resolution.

I urge a vote no on the Livingston
motion.

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself 4 minutes.

Mr. Speaker, my friend, the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin, would have us
believe that this resolution is unusual
in some way. Well, he knows that while
the Democrats were in control of the
House of Representatives for 40 unin-
terrupted years, going back as far back
as 1977, which is the last date I have
figures for, we had 1 continuing resolu-
tion for 1 bill; again, in 1978, another
bill; in 1979, for 3 bills; in 1980, 4 bills;
in 1981, 4 bills; in 1982, 6 bills; 1983, 3
bills; 1984, 8 bills; 1985, 7 bills; and then
1986 and 1987, they were still in control,
13 bills each.

Continuing resolutions were a way of
life under the Democrat-controlled
House of Representatives. Frankly, I
tend to agree with the gentleman. I
would just as soon not have continuing
resolutions.

I am sorry we did not get the busi-
ness done, but we did go through the
Contract With America for 4 months.
This Congress, by David Broder’s ad-
mission and the admission of most of
the other commentators who follow
Capitol Hill, has been one of the most
productive Congresses in the history of
modern times in America. We have
been busy. We have worked hard. Ev-
erybody knows about the hours we are
putting in. The appropriation bills
have not been completed, and that is
not unusual.

The fact is, we have totally com-
pleted three bills. The President has
signed two, and he has sent back one,
and I still, 6 weeks later, have yet to
understand why he did not sign that
bill, the legislative branch bill.

We have three others ready for him
right now. They are just on their way.
In fact, one is on the way. Energy and
water is before him as well. These bills
are working their way through. In an-
other 2 weeks, we will have virtually
all of them to him.

Now, this is a regular, routine, tradi-
tional process. Yes, we are scaling back
on the continuing resolution funding
rate this time, our second one, because
we want to make it less attractive, not
only for the President but for the Con-
gress, to operate on a continuing reso-
lution. It is more important that we go
ahead and pass the appropriation bills
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and that they become the law of the
land and that we not fund government
under continuing resolutions. So we do
not want to make a continuing resolu-
tion more attractive than the alter-
native, thirteen regular bills through
the traditional legislative process.

But we are asking for 2 additional
weeks, 2 additional weeks, from No-
vember 13 through December 1. That is
not outrageous, and it is not out-
rageous to ask the President to sign 2
additional weeks. But he is making a
grandstand effort, using intemperate
language. I think Leon Panetta said,
‘‘We are holding a gun to his head,
threatening to blow him up, blow up
government, if nothing happens.’’ That
is intemperate.

The point is, all the language, all of
the rhetoric, all of the extreme talk
that we have been hearing over the last
few days, is just that. It means noth-
ing. We are going to pass this continu-
ing resolution today.

We have dropped the Simpson-Istook-
McIntosh language, because, unfortu-
nately, what the Senate did last night
turned out to be technically less than
perfect. It was not their fault. It was
just a drafting problem that left us in
a quandary. So we will address that
issue at another date.

That was an objection of the Presi-
dent’s. We are taking that objection
out. There is no reason for him not to
sign this bill. It is a perfectly good bill.

When it leaves here, it will go to the
Senate, and they will just simply agree
to what we did, and then he will have
it on his desk on time, by November 13,
and then he can sign it.

By the way, that is my 30th wedding
anniversary. I remember that day.

I think that what we are doing is not
properly represented by all the hue and
cry and extreme rhetoric we have
heard. This bill should be passed. Let
us vote on it. Let us go home and go
home quickly so people can catch their
planes.

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self 1 minute.

Mr. Speaker, let me simply say, the
gentleman can talk about deep, ancient
history as often as he wants. The fact
is that last year, when I chaired the
Committee on Appropriations, every
single one of these appropriation bills
was passed on time before the end of
the fiscal year. The reason that hap-
pened is because I went to the ranking
Republican and we worked out a bipar-
tisan approach to each and every one of
those 13 bills.

That is what the gentleman from
Louisiana’s leadership should have al-
lowed him to do. If they had, we would
not be here today with the need for
this resolution, and we would not be
facing an extraneous debate on Medi-
care just because your party has a
compulsion to raise Medicare fees
every time they hit the floor of the
House of Representatives.

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, I am
very pleased to yield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from California [Mr.
CUNNINGHAM].

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, it
is a big lie that Dachau never hap-
pened, and yet I hear people say it
never happened in Germany. And here I
heard that a balanced budget and the
items in the contract and right here in
appropriations were not tested.

Well, it was not only tested across
America, you ask any American if the
balanced budget and line-item veto and
Congress acting like everybody else is
not tested. And then there was even a
greater test right here on the House
floor, Mr. Speaker. It received 315
votes, and failed in the Senate only by
1 vote, and we had two of the California
Senators from the other body that
voted against it, after they pledged in
their campaign that they would vote
for it; and, yes it was defeated in the
Senate. So we place it on a bill, be-
cause we think that Americans want a
balanced budget amendment. The
President claims he wants a balanced
budget amendment, and yet he will not
sign it.

The gentleman says, ‘‘Look, we
passed all of the appropriations bills
when we were in power last year.’’
They had the House, they had the Sen-
ate, they had the Presidency. And let
us look what those bills were. They in-
creased the marginal tax rate on the
middle class after they promised they
were going to decrease the tax on the
middle class. They cut the COLA of the
military. They increased the Social Se-
curity tax on our chronologically gift-
ed folks. They cut defense $177 billion,
after saying $50 billion would put us
into a hollow force. So, yes, they
passed it. And the liberals left agenda
of this House, when they had all bodies,
is the exact reason why we have more
Democrats changing over to Repub-
licans since the Whig Party.

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from Illinois [Mr. DURBIN].

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. Speaker, I have lis-
tened very carefully to the gentleman
from Louisiana, and I have not heard
him mention the word ‘‘Medicare’’ in
any of his remarks. I would yield to the
gentleman for a question: Does the
gentleman’s amendment delete the
provision in the continuing resolution
which increases the Medicare pre-
miums by 25 percent?

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, if
the gentleman will yield, the gen-
tleman knows this amendment has
passed as part of this continuing reso-
lution, gone to the Senate and passed,
and it has a majority of the votes. It is
simply an attempt to keep the Medi-
care program on track so it will be
there for our children and grand-
children, and so that people who need
assistance can get the assistance.

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. Speaker, reclaim-
ing my time, I think the answer is no.
I think after you listen carefully, what
the gentleman came to conclude was
no.

What it means is there are two objec-
tionable provisions in this bill. One is
this rather strange Istook provision

which keeps wandering back and forth.
Finally they had the good sense to
take that out. But they have left in the
provision that is a real problem.

The Republicans, in order to con-
tinue the business of the Federal Gov-
ernment, to keep the lights on, insist,
insist, that the President must sign a
bill to increase Medicare premiums on
seniors by 25 percent. He is not going
to sign that bill.

This is an issue like Banquo’s ghost
wandering through, rattling through
the Halls of the Capitol. Speaker GING-
RICH is determined to raise Medicare
premiums, at any cost. He will shut
down the Federal Government so that
he can raise Medicare premiums.

The President has told him this is ir-
responsible. For many seniors, it will
put an economic burden on them which
they cannot shoulder. We have to make
sure that Medicare is strong, but we
cannot hit the most vulnerable seniors
in our society by an increase in pre-
miums.

My friend from Louisiana has spoken
long and eloquently about everything
in this bill, and never mentioned the
word ‘‘Medicare.’’ The reason, he can-
not stand it. He cannot stand to bring
this issue up, because he knows that
three out of four of the American peo-
ple believe Speaker GINGRICH and the
Republicans have gone too far, cutting
Medicare to balance the budget, cut-
ting Medicare to provide tax cuts for
wealthy people.

There is an old poem that went some-
thing like this: As I was going up the
stair, I met a man who wasn’t there; he
wasn’t there again today, I wish that
man would go away.

The man we are talking about here is
Medicare. The Republicans do not want
you to know it is in this bill, but it is
right here on page 52, an increase in
premiums, that will result in a veto by
President Clinton, a veto for the Amer-
ican people, for the seniors in this
country, an embarrassment to the Re-
publicans that they will not even dis-
cuss on the floor of this House of Rep-
resentatives.

It is a sad commentary that next
Tuesday we will be shutting down Fed-
eral agencies. Many people who will
call these agencies to sign up for veter-
ans benefits, for Social Security bene-
fits, will find that nobody answers the
phone. Some folks who are waiting at
home to get their checks, whether it is
from the Veterans Administration or
college student loans, will wonder what
happened to the checks. The checks
will not be coming. The phones will not
be answered, because the Republican
strategy is to shut down the Govern-
ment to raise Medicare premiums.

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 31⁄2 minutes to the gentleman
from Florida [Mr. STEARNS].

Mr. STEARNS. Mr. Speaker, it is a
sad commentary. Shame on you. I am
going to read how many times we had
continuing resolutions under the
Democrat’s control just since 1977. I
am also going to read how many times
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they shut the Government down during
Bush and Reagan Presidencies, because
of their tactics. And here they come
down on the House floor and shed these
crocodile tears, how upset they are we
are going to shut the Government
down, and how we are forcing the Dem-
ocrat Party to accept something
against their will.

Listen carefully, my colleagues.
Since 1980 the Government has found
itself with a funding gap nine different
times.

Nine different times the other side
controlled Congress, so all of my col-
leagues coming down here with their
crocodile tears does not hold water.
Nine times the Democratic-run Con-
gress shut down the Government.

b 1415
In 1990, and guess who was chief,

guess who was head of the Committee
on the Budget at that time? Mr. Leon
Panetta.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. STEARNS. I will not yield to the
gentleman from Maryland, at this
time, I regret.

When President Clinton’s own Chief
of Staff, Mr. Panetta, was the chair-
man of the House Committee on the
Budget we shut the Government down,
the Congress did, and Mr. Panetta was
leading the charge. This is the same
Mr. Panetta who now calls shutting
down the Government this way a
blackmail. Crocodile tears. Come on.

Certainly, Mr. Speaker, this must be
the pot calling the kettle black be-
cause Mr. Panetta was involved inti-
mately with this business until the wee
hours. We all remember, that we were
here, until Christmas.

In 1987, the Democrats shut the Con-
gress down. In 1986 and 1984, once for 2
days and again 1 more day. In 1983,
shut it down again. In 1982, twice more.
Both times for 4 days. And then in 1981
they shut it down. How can they come
down to the House floor and shed all
these tears and talk about how this is
terrible when they shut it down them-
selves nine times?

Since 1977 the Democratic-run Con-
gress has passed 55 continuing resolu-
tions instead of a complete budget.

Now, I ask the gentleman from Wis-
consin [Mr. OBEY], bless his soul, 55
times we have had continuing resolu-
tions yet we have all these charts and
all this rhetoric talking about, oh, gee,
we cannot have these continuing reso-
lutions. But we have had 55 of these
since 1977. Now their leaders claim
such a resolution is a major problem.

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, will the gen-
tleman yield?

Mr. STEARNS. Mr. Speaker, I will
not yield.

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, the gen-
tleman asked me a question.

Mr. STEARNS. It was a rhetorical
question.

Mr. OBEY. It certainly was.
Mr. STEARNS. Mr. Speaker, where

were they when they passed 55 of these
continuing resolutions?

Mr. Speaker, we have before us legis-
lation that would end the history, the
40-year history, of Democratic continu-
ing resolutions, debt ceiling increases
and, for once, set us on the right course
toward a balanced budget. When those
in opposition to this bill call this a cri-
sis that we have caused, when those
over there that are starting to stand
say there is a crisis here in the House
that we, the Republicans, have caused,
I urge them to look at the record, look
at their own mistakes, and say to them
that Republicans have learned to do
better.

Mr. Speaker, we do not intend to du-
plicate their failures. My colleagues on
this side and that side of the aisle, let
us start fresh and new and pass this
bill.

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Mary-
land [Mr. HOYER].

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, the gen-
tleman wants to talk about history as
if Ronald Reagan and George Bush had
not participated in it. The fact of the
matter is the gentleman from Kansas,
BOB DOLE, tries to pretend it is going
to be the President who shuts down
Government, but, apparently, for the
last 40 years it was the Congress that
shut down Government when Ronald
Reagan or George Bush vetoed those
CR’s.

Mr. STEARNS. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I don’t re-
call that the gentleman yielded to me.
If I could have recalled that, perhaps I
would.

The fact of the matter is, ladies and
gentlemen, we know what we should do
responsibly. We know that we ought
not to, in this bill, for the next 12 days,
have to attack senior citizens and their
Medicare and put them additionally at
risk. That does not happen until Janu-
ary 1. There is no panic on that. Why is
this Medicare proposal in here to in-
crease the premium on seniors? It is
not necessary.

This does put at risk, as all of us
know, because the President has said
very clearly, I will not sign this bill.
Therefore, we have a decision to make.
Do we pass a continuing resolution
which substitutes for our ability to do
our job? Not the President, but our
ability.

As the gentleman from Wisconsin
[Mr. OBEY] said, last year all the bills
passed in a timely fashion and were
signed by the President. The fact of the
matter is that we have not done our
job and, therefore, what we should do,
responsibly, is not look back and blame
and point fingers. We should do the re-
sponsible thing today, and the respon-
sible thing to do today is to say if we
have not done our job, then we will
provide for the next 2 weeks or 4 weeks
for the ongoing operations of Govern-
ment, which everybody intends to hap-
pen, without placing at risk Federal
employees, but, more important, with-
out placing at risk all Americans who
rely on the jobs they do day to day.

Ladies and gentlemen of this House,
let us not go through the charade of
striking Istook and sending it to the
Senate, then going to the President
and having him veto it and come back
here. Let us do our job first and do it
responsibly.

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
Michigan [Mr. KNOLLENBERG], a mem-
ber of the Committee on Appropria-
tions.

Mr. KNOLLENBERG. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman kindly. The Re-
publican majority does not want to
shut down the Federal Government. I
think that has been clearly stated.
However, we are absolutely committed
to placing our financial house in order.
We had 25 years without balancing a
budget. We have heard that before, but
it is about time we started on the road
to accomplishing that fact.

Balancing the budget is no small
task, Mr. Speaker. If it was easy, it
would have been done a long time ago.
So it does take some diligence, some
dedication, and some perseverance to
cut Government spending.

Some in this body believe the major-
ity here on the Republican side should
just simply give in to President Clin-
ton and continue the policies of spend
now and worry later. I think most of us
disagree. Certainly I disagree very
strongly. We have to hold steadfast to
our commitment to reduce discre-
tionary spending and eliminate the def-
icit.

The gentleman from Louisiana,
Chairman LIVINGSTON, recalled that
over the years the CR is nothing new.
This is not a new gimmick, a new gag,
something we are trying to pull on our
colleagues. In fact, for 2 years in a row
there were 13 bills. That is the total
number of bills in the appropriations
lineup. So, Mr. Speaker, the Repub-
lican majority is acting responsibly.

I heard the gentleman previous to me
speak about not doing our job. Well, I
tell my colleagues that we have done
our job. The Constitution says we pass
the bills and the President has to sign
them. Now, the President will have an
opportunity on Monday to do just that.
It is his decision, it is his choice, and if
President Clinton decides to veto the
CR, a Federal Government shutdown
will occur but it will be because, and
only because he decided to place poli-
tics above the interests of the Amer-
ican people and the future of America’s
children.

I say this is a proper CR. I say we
pass it. I urge support.

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self 30 seconds.

Mr. Speaker, the previous speaker
needs to understand, we have not
passed our bills. The President cannot
sign appropriations bills we have not
yet sent him, and 10 out of the 13 ap-
propriation bills have not escaped the
clutches of this Congress.

Mr. KNOLLENBERG. Mr. Speaker,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, no, I will
not. I do not have the time.
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For the gentleman to suggest that it

is the President to blame for the Gov-
ernment not functioning, when the
Congress has failed to pass 88 percent
of its appropriated items is, to me, baf-
fling logic.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the
distinguished gentleman from Texas
[Mr. EDWARDS].

Mr. EDWARDS. Mr. Speaker, tomor-
row we celebrate Veterans Day. Tomor-
row we honor the service of our Na-
tion’s veterans to this country, but
sadly, today, we are doing a grave dis-
service to those very same veterans.
Instead of honoring our veterans with a
21-gun salute, as we should, the Repub-
lican leadership today is launching a
three-pronged attack against our vet-
erans.

First, this continuing resolution,
which we will vote on in just a few mo-
ments, locks in a $500 million decrease
in VA health care below the Presi-
dent’s request, a level for veterans
health care even lower than that
passed through cuts in the House budg-
et. That is wrong and it is unfair. If
anyone thinks that today’s veterans
are getting better health care than
they deserve, then I encourage them to
vote for this continuing resolution.

The second attack today on our Na-
tion’s veterans is that we are increas-
ing Medicare part B premiums for
World War II veterans. What an odd
way to celebrate the 50th anniversary
of the end of that war.

The third attack of the Republican
leadership on our veterans is that they
want us to have a weekend recess while
the U.S. Government is on the verge of
being shut down Monday at midnight.
Let me make that clear. We are on the
verge of shutting down many services
provided in terms of health care to our
Nation’s veterans. We are on the verge
of shutting down VA regional offices
that provide pensions and care for our
veterans, many of whom are service-
connected disabled. And while we are
on the verge of shutting down that im-
portant service and services to our vet-
erans, the Republican leadership wants
us to take a recess this weekend. They
want us to go home and make speeches.

I have a message: the veterans are
more interested in health care service
than lip service. That is wrong.

Mr. LIVINGSTONE. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
Virginia [Mr. WOLF], a distinguished
chairman of the Subcommittee on
Transportation of the Committee on
Appropriations, who will respond to
those frivolous charges.

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Speaker, many have
asked what will happen to Federal em-
ployees. The gentleman from Virginia
[Mr. DAVIS] and the gentlewoman from
Maryland [Mrs. MORELLA] and I asked
the CRS to give us a paper on what has
happened in the past.

No Federal employee has ever lost a
dollar. I want to read the text of a let-
ter we received today from the Speaker
and also the majority leader, the gen-
tleman from Kansas [Mr. DOLE]. It
said:

We will be sending soon to President Clin-
ton a bill to continue funding for the Federal
Government through December 1, 1995. Be-
sides providing for government services, this
bill also funds Federal workers’ salaries.

If the President decides to veto this vital
legislation to keep government operating,
the possibility exists that some Federal
workers may be furloughed. In the event
that this takes place, it is our commitment
that Federal employees will not be punished
as a direct result of the President’s decision
to veto funding for their salaries. Should
this happen, we are committed to restoring
any lost wages in a subsequent funding bill.

Again, we want to reassure you that if the
President vetoes the continuing resolution
and requires Federal workers to be fur-
loughed, we are committing to restoring any
lost wages retroactively.

That has been the way we have han-
dled it in the past and that is the way
we will handle it this time.

Mr. Speaker, I submit the letter re-
ferred to for the RECORD:

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES,
Washington, DC, November 10, 1995.

Hon. FRANK WOLF,
Cannon House Office Building,
Washington, DC.

DEAR FRANK: We will be sending soon to
President Clinton a bill to continue funding
for the federal government through Decem-
ber 1, 1995. Besides providing for government
services, this bill also funds federal workers’
salaries.

If the President decides to veto this vital
legislation to keep government operating,
the possibility exists that some federal
workers may be furloughed. In the event
that this takes place, it is our commitment
that federal employees will not be punished
as a direct result of the President’s decision
to veto funding for their salaries. Should
this happen, we are committed to restoring
any lost wages in a subsequent funding bill.

Again, we want to reassure you that if the
President vetoes the continuing resolution
and requires federal workers to be fur-
loughed, we are committed to restoring any
lost wages retroactively.

Sincerely,
NEWT GINGRICH,

Speaker of the House.
BOB DOLE,

Senate Majority Lead-
er.

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. Speaker, I thank my
colleague for yielding, and I want to
just say that I appreciate his efforts
and those of the gentlewoman from
Maryland [Mrs. MORELLA] in working
with the Speaker and the majority
leader from the other body to make
sure that this guarantee to Federal
workers is going to be honored at the
appropriate time, as it has in the past.

I would note to my colleagues that
the last time this happened, Federal
workers were later paid, but it ended
up costing the Federal Government
$200 million per day for every day that
they were furloughed. So we are here
talking about saving money, but in the
long term, if an agreement is not
worked out mutually between the
White House and Congress, the tax-
payers suffer. That is not right.

There is an old saying when the ele-
phants fight, the grass gets trampled.
We have 800,000 Federal employees in
this case who are going to be not paid
as a result of this. I think this letter

will give them some guarantee down
the road. I know my colleagues on the
other side of the aisle are happy with
this part of it as well.

b 1430
Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2

minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from Colorado [Mr. SKAGGS].

Mr. SKAGGS. Mr. Speaker, I remem-
ber opening day here. Do my colleagues
remember those grand speeches about
how well-run the House was going to
be? We were going to have good man-
agement here; that our work was going
to proceed on time with open rules,
with efficiency.

What have we got? An abject failure
for Congress to meet its responsibil-
ities to do its work on time.

Mr. Speaker, now we could solve this
problem really quite simply: A clean
extension of the authority of this Gov-
ernment to keep functioning after
Monday. But, instead, a scene out of
Lawrence of Arabia. Take no prisoners
in the determination to raise Medicare
premiums, a determination to throw
this Government into the street in
order to make sure that some of Amer-
ica’s most vulnerable citizens have got
to pay more.

Thank goodness President Clinton
has stood fast against this kind of
moral and political bankruptcy and
against this kind of mismanagement of
the business of this country.

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 2 minutes to the distinguished
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr.
WALKER], chairman of the Committee
on Science.

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, for a
number of days, we have heard people
come to the floor and tell us if we
would only take a mild, more biparti-
san approach, we could, in fact, solve
some of these problems. We have heard
day after day that the Istook amend-
ment was the problem on this bill; that
if we could just remove the Istook
amendment and take a bipartisan ap-
proach, that we could get these prob-
lems solved.

Mr. Speaker, guess what? We solved
the Istook amendment, and the very
same Members who were concerned
about the Istook amendment now come
to the floor with other things. The fact
is that they come to the floor now, and
they have new complaints. The fact is
that some Members just are not willing
to be bipartisan. They want the Presi-
dent to veto the bill under any cir-
cumstances.

Mr. Speaker, we gave the President
one continuing resolution. It was
clean. Did that bring the White House
to the negotiating table? No, they did
nothing. The Speaker spent 25 hours on
the plane and the President did not
even talk to him.

Mr. Speaker, the main complaint
that we are hearing here today is the
fact that they do not like a continuing
resolution that is the lower of the
funds of the two Houses. The White
House has a complaint about that; our
Democratic colleagues do.
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We have had so many years of con-

tinuing resolutions around here. Con-
tinuing resolutions actually have tra-
ditions. This particular tradition is
called the Michel formula. We worked
it out on a bipartisan basis over the
years. The lower of the two House
funds. It is one of the great traditions,
after 40 years of continuing resolutions
out of Democrats. Now, they say they
cannot take it. It is not something
that ought to be included in this.

Mr. Speaker, I hear the sound, yea, I
hear the distinct sound of hypocrisy
fogging the minds in this Chamber, and
we are not seeing the kind of biparti-
sanship, because they simply do not
want to do what has been done in the
past when they were in the majority.

Mr. Speaker, I say to my colleagues,
it is time, folks, to stop the excuses. It
is time to stop the gimmicks. It is time
to budget balance the budget. Start
now. It would be nice to do it in a bi-
partisan way, but bipartisanship is not
the intention of the minority.

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from Texas [Mr. STENHOLM].

(Mr. STENHOLM asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. STENHOLM. Mr. Speaker, the
last speaker reminded me of an oft-
quoted quote of the late Will Rogers
when he said, ‘‘It ain’t people’s igno-
rance that bothers me so much; it is
them knowing so much that ain’t so
that is the problem.’’

Medicare is not the issue today. The
fundamental question is: Why is it in a
continuing resolution? That is a simple
question. It is not like we could not get
a unanimous vote to have a clean CR
sent to the President that he will sign.
That can be done, guaranteed 100 per-
cent.

The problem is we have spent 314
days not doing our work, as we have
seen the chart time after time. Now,
we are wasting 5 additional days in the
same way we have wasted a good part
of the previous 314 days, sending some-
thing to the President that the Presi-
dent has already said he would veto.

Mr. Speaker, I ask simply: Why are
we doing this? Why are we wasting a
weekend? Why are we having to have
our own staffs get ready to be fur-
loughed? Why are we having the possi-
bility of 800,000 of our Federal workers
going on a furlough? For what reason?
To send a message to the President?

Mr. Speaker, the best way to send a
message to the President is to do our
work so we have got something to ne-
gotiate. And to those that say that is
not an issue, what about those of us in
this body that would like to work with
somebody on appropriations bills, on
the continuing resolution? Why do we
have to have bloodhounds out finding
out where you are meeting? Why, when
we call the chairman of our own com-
mittee, they do not know what is going
on? Because the Speaker has not told
them yet what it is we are doing.

Mr. Speaker, the issue is very clear.
We can send a clean CR; we can spend

this weekend working instead of
speechmaking; we can get on with
doing our work and we can quit being
ugly to each other and the American
people.

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 2 minutes to the distinguished
gentleman from Florida [Mr. MICA], the
chairman of the Subcommittee on Civil
Service.

Mr. MICA. Mr. Speaker, first I want
to regress just to address one thing on
what we did a few minutes earlier in
passing an increase in the debt ceiling.

Mr. Speaker, I did not get to mention
it in my remarks, but basically, we
heard they are dipping into these trust
funds now; and the Secretary of Treas-
ury says it does not matter what the
Congress does; Even though they are in
charge, we are going to steal from
these funds no matter what.

But, in fact, if we ran in the private
sector our retirement funds in the fash-
ion that this Congress operates, we
would basically go to jail. It cannot be
done that way in the private sector.
The only difference here is that we
have an unlimited resource and that is
taxpayers’ wallets.

Mr. Speaker, let me talk about why
we are in this situation, and we are in
this situation. Until October 1, this
Congress was running under the past
Congress’ financial plan. We do not like
that plan. We do not think that the so-
lution to the problems of this country
and this Congress is throwing more
money at problems.

Regarding education, for example, we
spend billions of dollars and look at
what we get. In my communities and in
Florida, 50 percent of our students en-
tering community college need reme-
dial education. Is that success?

In the area of environmental protec-
tion, they say we want to do damage.
When we spent 85 percent of our money
on attorneys’ fees and studies in our
Superfund, is that success?

Mr. Speaker, because of this process,
because they had their way to run this
place and misused it until October 1,
now we want to send more direction.
We want to send some guidance on not
just throwing money at these prob-
lems, but doing it with some wisdom,
with some direction, with some results,
and with some economy and some effi-
ciency.

Under current law, we cannot even
drink the water in this community
today. So, we are asking for changes,
and we want to see them changed
through this appropriations process.

f

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRIES

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, I have a
parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
DREIER). The gentleman will state it.

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, what is
the regulation in the House with re-
gard to use of charts on the House
floor?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair wishes to observe that charts

may be used when the person who is
speaking has placed them up, but they
are not to be used in the Chamber un-
less the person who is speaking has
them up.

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, a further
parliamentary inquiry, if charts are
knowingly inaccurate, are they allowed
to be used on the House floor?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Any
Member may object to the use of a
chart.

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, further
parliamentary inquiry, and then what
would be the process of the House?
What is the remedy available to the
House if the House does have objec-
tions to a false or misleading chart on
the floor?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
rule XXX of the House, if objection is
made, then the question on the use of
the chart will be put. The question can
be placed before the Members.

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, I just
want to clarify, if the chart that is in-
volved is, in fact, a distortion of some-
one’s remarks, so that it constitutes
essentially a lie, is that chart then per-
mitted to be used, unless the House
ruled otherwise?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The ob-
jection can be made by any Member to
any chart that is used.

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, and that
objection does not have to have a
basis?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Any
Member may object to the use of any
chart.

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, I have a
parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman will state it.

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, very re-
cently, I believe it was last week, an
objection was made to the use of charts
during the abortion debate, and ulti-
mately those charts were permitted to
be used on the floor as an issue of free
speech. Is this the same issue?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A vote
was taken, and a majority of the mem-
bership of the House made the decision
that that chart in that instance could
be used.

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, as a matter
of free speech?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The vote
was a procedure that was determined
under rule XXX of the House.

Mr. MILLER of California. Mr.
Speaker, I have a parliamentary in-
quiry.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman will state it.

Mr. MILLER of California. Mr.
Speaker, what is the situation when a
chart is used and the quote is
crushingly accurate, but a Member in
the Chamber does not like it?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
rule XXX, if it is crushingly accurate,
any Member may still object.

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, I
have a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman will state it.
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